this is an important and interesting manuscript. It can be strengthened by stating more clearly how the participants were recruited. Also, did you note the women who were primiparas vs multiparas? If so, could this be included as a possible significant factor? Also, I believe it's an incredible stretch to state that results are fully generalizable. You also need to discuss limitations of a cross-study research design.
It seems you use ever abuse or ever abused in the abstract, why ?
For the factors associated with DV, could you possible start with associated factors, for me they are like predictors of DV although it is not easy to tell which came first here! What does Among all.. mean?
Introduction, Are the prevalence rates of DV you are giving over-all prevalences? If it is the case, wouldn't be more informative to also give prevalence rates of individual forms i.e. Physical, psychological and sexual
Methods
It is not clear what you mean by MOH You have used a complex sampling strategy i.e. cluster sampling. This means that data were not independent from each other. Could you explain more on how you took the clustered nature of your data into account during analysis?
How did you adjust for design effect?
For such an important study, you have so little information on variables. I would suggest that you have a section in your methodology, unambiguously explaining you outcome variables, predictors and any other variables such as family income, distance etc. those that were in your final model Add somewhere in the manuscript how many were approached and that declined to participate. 
GENERAL COMMENTS
The subject matter is of great importance to public health. The following are major revisions that need to be made to be considered for publications. 3. This is a randomized cluster study but no adjustments were made in statistical analysis for this sampling strategy.
4. Why did some not participate?
5. Methodology reads as if all the separate variables were only used as "ever abuse". Need to make it clear that analyses included separate variables and combine as "ever abuse". Consider using the word "combined" instead of amalgamated.
6. In the results, page 11-lines 5-7-the data do not match Table 2. 7. In discussion: line 37-38 unclear. Explain why these data are needed.
8. The generalization to the whole country needs to be explained better because it doesn't seem reasonable.
9. All tables need to stand alone. All confounders need to be listed in the tables and the n's need to be reported. For example to understand Table 4 , one has to go back to table 1 and figure out which n the authors are referring to in order to understand how many participants are represented. A reader shouldn't have to do this.
10. Table 4 . This analysis is misleading. It is almost exclusively data from capital region but the data were combined and conclusions made on this. While it is true that from the tea plantation region, the numbers may be too small for analysis, one still cannot combine the 2 areas and report them. The whole idea of this paper is that the regions are different and the fact that in the tea plantations, women are not reporting DV is extremely important and needs to be highlighted rather than hidden.
11. In general, there are many issues with word choice, lack of commas, and unclear sentence structure (for example, discussion page 14 lines 23-24-don't understand this sentence at all; also, second paragraph of introduction is one sentence-paragraphs need to be more than one sentence). Please have edited.
Dear Sir Thank you very much for the encouragement.
Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Benita Walton-Moss Institution and Country: University of Southern California, USA Please state any competing interests or state 'None declared': none declared Please leave your comments for the authors below Comment: this is an important and interesting manuscript. It can be strengthened by stating more clearly how the participants were recruited. Also, did you note the women who were primiparas vs multiparas? If so, could this be included as a possible significant factor? Also, I believe it's an incredible stretch to state that results are fully generalizable. You also need to discuss limitations of a cross-study research design.
Ans:
• Participants were recruited by multi-stage cluster sampling method.
• Stage one-MOH areas were by a random method • Stage two: within the MOH area PHM area was selected by a random method • Currently pregnant women whom are registered by PHM were eligible for the study • PHM area is considered as a cluster and 25 eligible ante natal women in a cluster were recruited randomly.
• Primiparas vs multiparas was not a significant factor in our analysis.
• Yes. This can be generalizable. We included that in the discussion • Yes we included the main limitations-cannot establish a temporal relationship, recall bias Comment: You have used a complex sampling strategy i.e. cluster sampling. This means that data were not independent from each other. Could you explain more on how you took the clustered nature of your data into account during analysis? How did you adjust for design effect? Design effect = 1 + (b -1) rho b= cluster size, The "rho" is a measure of the degree of homogeneity of study units within the cluster and "rho" ranges from 0.1 to 0.4 (Bennett et al., 1991) . As estimate for "rho" was not available from previous studies, a value of 02 for design effect was taken. Thus the sample size was adjusted for the DE. For such an important study, you have so little information on variables. I would suggest that you have a section in your methodology, unambiguously explaining you outcome variables, predictors and any other variables such as family income, distance etc. those that were in your final model Ans: Some important variables are explained in the text now Comment: Add somewhere in the manuscript how many were approached and that declined to participate. Ans:This is included in the first para of the results.
Comment: It is not clear in you statistical analyses what you did between which variables, and your estimates were adjusted for which variables?
• Ever abuse were cross tabbed with age, living area, ethnicity, employment status, education, partners education, family income and distance from GBV care center.
• Not being asked about abuse by a health care worker is cross tabbed with ever abuse, age, education, living area, employment status, family income and distance from GBV care center.
• As these details are in Please leave your comments for the authors below The subject matter is of great importance to public health. The following are major revisions that need to be made to be considered for publications.
1. Missing selection eligibility criteria and how verified. Were there any exclusion criteria? Ans: As mentioned with revisions in the methodology among currently pregnant women those who are registered by PHM were eligible for the study. According to the Ministry of Health-Sri Lanka more than 98% of pregnant women get registered. The antenatal women whom are diagnosed as having a major psychiatric illness with a diagnosis card (according to ICD 10 classification) were excluded in order to preserve the reliability of data. There were no other specific exclusion criteria.
2. Did not clearly define all outcomes, exposures, predictors, and potential confounders. No explanation of why certain variables were chosen as "control" variables in model or were they tested as confounders? Were they based on previous literature? Just a cursory mention in methods and not in explained in statistics section. Also, we have no idea what the variables mean, so as written, this study is not replicable. For example, what is low education? Ans: Some revisions are done following the comments. During the analysis to identify factors associated with 'ever abuse' and for 'not being asked about abuse by a health care worker' first the characteristics were compared at the univariatae level and factors that were significant (<0.05) were then included in the logistic regression model adjusting for all included variables. Due to the word count limitations certain texts are not included.
